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single day and they pay taxes, usually
more in payroll taxes than in income
taxes, and more in payroll taxes, I
would imagine, than the wealthiest one
1 or 2 percent that our Republican col-
leagues would like to reward.

Democrats believe these are the par-
ents who deserve the tax relief. Re-
member, my friends, the contract that
you signed.

f

SUPPORT THE REPUBLICAN TAX
CUT PROPOSAL

(Mr. HERGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, 2 million
low- and middle-income Americans are
waiting to see if this Congress will
eliminate their tax burden. That is
right, Mr. Speaker. According to the
nonpartisan Joint Committee on Tax-
ation, 2 million Americans will no
longer pay income taxes at all if the
Republican House-passed tax cut pro-
posal becomes law; not 2 million rich
Americans, as my Democrat friends
from the other side of the aisle would
have us believe, but 2 million strug-
gling low- and middle-income Ameri-
cans who barely make enough to sup-
port their families but still are forced
to pay income taxes. Our tax cuts help
2 million Americans that most need it
by taking them off the income tax rolls
completely.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support the Republican
House tax cut proposal that will truly
benefit all Americans.

f

OUR QUEST FOR TAX RELIEF

(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I feel like
our quest for tax relief is like a few
lines from the song by the Lord of La
Mancha: To dream the impossible
dream, to right the unrightable wrong,
to bear with unbearable sorrow.

It has been 16 years since we have
had tax relief, and still we hear so
many reasons why we have to vote
against the tax relief plan.

When you do not want to do some-
thing like vote for tax relief, any ex-
cuse is a good excuse: too much for the
rich, even though the rich are consid-
ered a family of four where each parent
is making $32,000 a year; not enough in-
come tax relief for those who are con-
sidered poor, even though they pay no
income tax.

There will be only one tax relief
package to vote for, it will be the
agreement between the Congress, the
President, and the American people.
There will be no excuse for voting
against tax relief.

Mr. Speaker, let us dream the impos-
sible dream. Let us give tax relief to
working Americans.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2003

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I be removed
as a cosponsor of H.R. 2003.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2003

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 2003.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
f

BUDGET ENFORCEMENT ACT OF
1997

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 192 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 192

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 2003) to reform the
budget process and enforce the bipartisan
balanced budget agreement of 1997. The bill
shall be considered as read for amendment.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by
Representative Barton of Texas or his des-
ignee and a Member opposed to the bill; and
(2) one motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. GOSS] is rec-
ognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. FROST], my colleague
and friend, pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, this rule and
today’s debate reflect the essence of an
agreement reached on June 25 as the
House moved to pass legislation imple-
menting the historic budget agree-
ment. That agreement was to allow an
up or down vote prior to July 24 on
H.R. 2003, which had been offered as an
amendment to reconciliation by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BARTON],
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
MINGE], and some of our other col-
leagues. This rule fulfills that agree-
ment. Promises made; promises kept.

Today this House will vote on H.R.
2003, a budget process reform proposal
advocated by a bipartisan group of
Members. This rule is limited just to

provide for the agreement and it does
not allow amendment. Not only is this
customary for legislation that deals
with entitlement and tax legislation
within the jurisdiction of the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means, but it also cap-
tures the moment at which the actual
agreement was made to bring this for-
ward to allow the House to consider
H.R. 2003 as presented on June 25.

The rule provides for 1 hour of debate
in the House to be equally divided by
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAR-
TON] and an opponent. We have dis-
cussed in the Committee on Rules that
the time will be divided in such a way
as to accommodate Members from both
sides of the aisle on both sides of the
issue and for all of the committees
with an interest. Managers will yield
floor time appropriately. In addition
the rule provides for the customary
motion to recommit.

Mr. Speaker, as I have outlined,
Members understand that we have gone
through an unusual process here to get
to this point. All three of the primary
committees with jurisdiction over this
legislation, that is, the Committee on
the Budget, the Committee on Ways
and Means, and the Committee on
Rules, have agreed to waive their right
to weigh in on this proposal in the in-
terest of granting H.R. 2003 its unfet-
tered vote as promised.

For something of this magnitude and
complexity, that in itself is rather ex-
traordinary under Republican leader-
ship. In addition, in doing this Mem-
bers should be aware of a process that
has been under way for some time in
the Committee on the Budget, the
Committee on Rules, in the policy
committee and among various groups
of individual Members to reach delib-
erative and consensus solutions on how
best to reform our budget process. In
other words, we are focusing on this
anyway, and we are now taking this
extra step because of this arrangement
with the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
BARTON] and the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. MINGE].

I think we all agree that there is a
very real need for review and reform of
the process of our budget. But that ef-
fort should be done, in my view, in a
deliberate and inclusive way that takes
full advantage of the expertise that can
be found within our committee system
which has served this institution and
this country so well over the years. I
have always argued that changing the
budget process must lead to an im-
provement in the process, not just a
different, equally flawed approach.
Change for change’s sake is not going
to get us anywhere.

As chairman of the Subcommittee on
Legislative and Budget Process, I am a
little bit familiar with the problems of
our current budget framework. Not
only is it complicated and hard to un-
derstand, but it frankly does not work
very well and it does not hold elected
officials accountable enough, of course.
Moreover, I agree with the proponents
of the legislation before us today that
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